food, or failed to report their presence to the
authorities, was also punished. The great danger
which existed from Catholic plots, and the wide-
spread treason disclosed by the discover}' of Throg-
morton's conspiracy, justifies, to a ceitain extent,
the Elizabethan persecution. Moreover, by the
provisions of the papal bull, it was impossible to be
both loyal to the queen and obedient to the Pope,
and it was not unreasonable to fear that strict
Catholics might prefer to observe their religious,
rather than their national, obligations. And further
excuse, though not justification, is found in the
natural desire to avenge the injuries sustained by
Protestants on the Continent and by English crews
at the hands of the Holy Inquisition. But there can
be no palliation for the continued ill-treatment of the
Catholics in the latter part of the reign, when they
had conclusively proved their loyalty by their
services against the Armada*

Into the highly controversial question as to the
exact extent of doctrinal change effected by the
Elizabethan settlement, it is not necessary to enter at
length. It may be .suggested, however, that the
question is incapable of solution-- that neither view
can be conclusively proved. As already pointed out,
the contemporary theologians are themselves divided,
the expressions in the Prayer Book are ambiguous,
and the whole settlement was essentially of the
nature of a compromise. If some of the Thirty-nine
Articles appear to be conceived in the spirit of
Geneva, others have exactly the contrary character ;
while all may be professed by men holding most